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Danger Signals in Latin America 
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ment with the United Stat ikin 


them eligible to receive grant ( 
military equipment American mil 
tary aid will now, in effect, strength 


en the Batista dictatorship in Cuba. 
German Arciniegas, former Colom 
bian minister of education now liv 
ing in the United States, in his new 
book, The State of Latin America 
points out that Washingtor by 
giving military assistance to Latin 
American countries ruled by dicta 
tors, thereby helps not democ 
dictatorship. The Mexica ( 
ent, affected by the rise of tional 
istic anti-American spirit, has re ed 
Brazil signed a mutual aid agrec 


nent on March 15, 1952, 


the possibility has arisen hat the 


Brazilians might repudiate or ignore 
the agreement if a dictator does not 
come torward to enforce it. Une ol 
the purposes of the American policy 
of military aid is to repress the in 
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fluence of Russian-inspired ( 


mists in the countrie 1aca (On 
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Known 1 ri vasis for the violent 
overturn at some future date of the 
governm« of President Getulio 
however, 
through ; ition of sympathy be- 
tween one of fis cabinet munuisters 
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Resentment Against U. S. 


Bott wtionalism ar lictatorship 
in Latin America partly reflect re 
entment t the United States. 
I do not need to restate the inesti- 
rable portance of Latin Amer- 
aid in the 
message he t on March 6 to Con- 


ontinuation oi 


, 
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the Mutual Security Program. Nev- 
ertheles iny Lati \mericans 
onsider tl selves neglected or in- 
jured by the policies of the United 
States. The 20 southern republics 
have rece 1 only a tiny fraction of 


Washingt international loans and 


grants during the postwar years and 
vigorously complain about this. While 
the cost « anufactured goods that 
Latin America import from this 
ountry has been going up steadily, 
tried to hold 
lown ti rices it pays for Latin 
notably Bo- 
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An essential part of our European 


n addition to 


policies, economic 
rehabilitation and greater economic 
and political cooperation, has con 
sisted of military alliances and mili 
tary preparedness. 


Korea has 


armed aggression, whether it be in 


demonstrated that 


Europe or Asia, must be promptly 
met with force. But anyone who sug 
gests that the kind of military agree 
ments developed so successfully in 
extended to the 


South 


not tacing up to the 


urope can now be 
non-Communist countries of 
\sia simpl\ 1s 
facts. 

A final roadblock to clear thinking 
on Asia 1s our deep-seated political 
disagreement about the reasons for 
the Communist victory in China in 
1949. After 


accusations 


three years of bitter 


and counteraccusations 
most of us have accumulated such 
a heavy load of prejudices that ob, 
has become in 


jective discussion 


creasingly difhcult. 
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Living Standards the Test 


However, if we are to implement 
an effective, unified Asian policy in 
these hurdles must be 


time, over- 


come. If we fail, the result will be 
catastrophic. 


“The 


Paris lies through Calcutta and Pe 


Lenin once said, road to 


king.” To any thoughtful observer, 
§ ) od 


the meaning of this statement is 


clear—a Communist Asia might well 


jeopardize the position of free coun- 


tries throughout the world and 


dramatizes this ominous {| 


vossibility. 
Today India is the world’s largest 


democracy. In four and a half years 


ol independen e, India has estab 
lished complete freedom of speech, 


free elections, democratic courts, and 


a parliamentary system based on the 


best British, French and American 


experienc c. 


But the ultimate test of this new 


Asian democracy will be its ability 
to raise the living standards of the 
people, and on this test the future 
not only of India but of Asia will 
largely stand or fall. 


A solid 


} eople are 


majority of the Indian 
hopeful that democracy 
can do tor them what it has done 
Western nations. But in 


India 


growing 


for many 


many parts of there is an 


ominous, uncertainty. In 
four large states in South India, the 
Communists’ vote in the recent elec 
tions far exceeded their most opti- 
mistic hopes. The next few fateful 
years will tell the story. 

If India goes under, no thoughtful 
observer will question the fact that 
democracy in Asia is finished, and 
a Red Asia may well set in motion 


the deadly cycle of events to which 


Lenin alluded. Throughout the: 


world hundreds of millions of our 


present friends would become con 
vinced they were backing the wrong 
horse. A serious blow would be 
struck at the morale of our European 
allies. The balance in world strength 
would begin to tip against us. 


Any effort to pooh-pooh the very 


danger successtully will require 
very best that the United States | 
to offer—plus a generou 
good luck. 

What exactly can we 


some suggestions: 


Bipartisan Policy Needed 


allow the Nover 


l. Do not 
elections to blind us to 
need for national unity 


menting a positive A po 


which thoughtful De: 
Republicans can support regardle 


of past disagreement 


2. Do not get pani k ibe 


all, do not minimize the 


advantages which are a ible 
us. It is fortunate, for instance, tl 


India holds a key posite 
lishing Asia’s future. 


An overwhelming majorit ol 


Indian people are dedicated to tl 


democratic ideal and are 


treme 
anxious to prove that higher liv: 
standards can be achieved in Asia 
democratic techniques. 
In spite of our occasio lisagre 
ments with Prime Minister Neh: 
on specihc questions, no ne 


question his deep personal devoti 


to democracy, his willingness to me 


communism head-on when it cl 
lenges his internal polici« ind h 
5 


tremendous popularity ai 


Ong 


Indian people. Today Nehru stan 
as the strongest individual anti-Cor 
munist force in Asia. 

3. Be patient in our dealings wit 
Asian nations and their problem 
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Danger Signals in Latin America 
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tor Iidarit mono tt A, ri 
s tor solidarity among the Ameri 
1.17 | ] 
iblics, Dut solidarity Goes not 
stronge! 
America than the obligations 


implications in the treaty, and 


trionalism 1S on the rise. 


Political Instability 


iternal political upheavals and in 
itity currently mark the affairs ot 
tin American countries. In Cuba 
March 10 General Ff 
a coup d'état which 
oved President Carlos Prio So 


Batista has desig- 


ted himself chief of staff, a dicta 


a role he played in 


1934-1940. 
iming the office of president from 
40 to 1944. Batista’s principal in 
iment in the March coup was the 
my, but he suffered little opposi 

from other elements in the Cu 

population. Corruption is com 


The 


o administration was just as cor 


in Cuban governments. 
t as usual, and its violent depar- 
e evoked few regrets. 

Through the coup Batista won by 
e what he might not have 


won 


lue process. He was the candi- 
te of the Unitarian Action party 
the office of president, with elec 
ns slated for June. His prospects 
victory seemed less bright than 
se of Carlos Hevia, favored by 
ident Prio, and of Roberto Agra- 
nte, of the Orthodoxos party. 
w Batista has postponed the presi 
tial election indefinitely. In for 
policy, Batista has said that he 
closely support the United States. 
satista’s pro-W ashingtonism partly 


es the wounds his violence has 





inflicted on democratic sensibilitie 

Cuba is one of the few American re 
publics which have signed an agrec 
ment with the United States making 
them eligible to receive grants oO 
military equipment. American mili 


tary aid will now, 


in effect, strength 
en the Batista dictatorship in Cuba. 
German Arciniegas, former Colom 
bian minister of education now liv 


ing in the United States, in his new 


pe 4 
book, The State of Latin America 
points out that Washington, by 
giving military assistance to Latin 
American countries ruled by dicta 


tors, thereby helps not democracy but 
dictatorship. The Mexican govern 
ment, affected by the rise of national 
istic anti-American spirit, has refused 
to sign a military aid agreement 


Brazil signed a mutual aid agree 


ment on March 15, 1952, but now 
the possibility has arisen that the 
Brazilians might repudiate or ignore 


; 


the agreement if a dictator does not 


come forward to entorce it. One ol 
the purposes of the American policy 
of military aid is to repress the in 
fluence of Russian-inspired Commu 
nists in the countries aided. On 
March 18 it 


Communists, whose party was out 


became known that 


lawed in Brazil five years ago, had 


infiltrated the Brazilian Army and 


that in military politics they support 


the former war minister, General 


Newton Estillac Leal. This informa 


tion became public property upon 


the resignation of General Euclides 


commander ol! 


Zenobio de Costa, 


3razil’s World War II expeditionary 


force to Italy, from his present com 


mand over the First Military Region. 


Five Army sergeants were then ar- 


rested on suspicion of being Commu 


nists. The situation remains confused. 
























































General Zenobio emerges as a foe ot 
commu! yut the umber and 
importance Communists in the 
Army and the War Offce are un- 
known. The basis for the violent 
overturn at some future date of the 
governm«e President Getulio 
Vargas | been laid, however, 
through allegation of sympathy be- 
tween one of his cabinet mumnuisters 


lunists. 


Resentment Against U. S. 


fJoth nationalism and dictatorship 
in Latin America partly reflect re- 
sentment against the United States. 


“I do not need to restate the inesti- 


mable importance of Latin Amer- 


ica.” President Truman said in the 
message he sent on March 6 to Con- 
gress recommending continuation of 
the Mutual Security Program. Nev- 


ertheless, any Latin Americans 
consider themselves neglected or in- 
jured by the policies of the United 
The 


have received only a tiny fraction of 


States. 20 southern republics 


Washington’s international loans and 
grants during the postwar years and 
vigorously complain about this. While 
the cost of manufactured goods that 
Latin Ars 


country ha 


ericans import from this 


been going up steadily, 
the United States has tried to hold 


down th prices it pays for Latin 


America’s raw materials, notably Bo- 


livian tin. Our Congressmen, more- 


over, have sought to raise tariff 


barriers against exports from Latin 


America. The resulting mutual re- 
criminations do not contribute to 
hemisphere solidarity. 
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I KNOW nothing about Asia; but 
| ha ( 


found consolation in the 


incient maxim of Confucius that 
\sian policy is too important to be 
left in the hands of the Asian ex- 


perts. In that spirit, | am prepared 


to hazard a few general propositions. 


1. The United States must have 
two broad objectives in Asia: to 
guide the Asian social revolution 
into constructive channels; and to 


prevent the further spread of aggres- 


sive communism, whether Russian 


or Chinese. 

?. Although in the long run these 
two objectives strengthen each other, 
in the short run they conflict. The 
conflict is inescapable because the 


Korean war has made us define a 
vital part of the struggle against com- 
munism in Asia in military terms. 
We were absolutely right to respond 
in military terms in Korea. But our 
military emphasis there has handi- 
capped our attempt to win over the 
\sian social revolution in those parts 
of Asia not under the threat of im- 


attack. The lack of 


sight in these other areas, their fail- 


mediate tore- 
ure to understand the aggressive 
character of Communist imperialism, 
are exasperating; but this is part of 


the problet Be 


United Front in Asia 


3. For the sake of our broad ob- 
jectives in Asia, we should liquidate 
our military activities in Korea as 
quickly as possible. But no armistice 
can be acceptable whose terms might 
tempt the Chinese Communists to 
further experiments in aggression. 
4. We must take other steps to 


guard against further Chinese Com- 


. 





munist aggression in Asia. The first 
step is to develop a united front 
within our own country and be 
tween ourselves and Britain on the 
determination to react against such 
aggression. Any indications of hesi- 
tancy on our own part, or of division 
between ourselves and Britain, will 
only embolden the men of Peiping. 
Of course, this policy of advance 
warning is a gamble; but any policy 
less than this would invite Chinese 
expansion. As to what measures we 
would actually undertake in case of 
Chinese aggression, this would de 
pend on circumstances to be care 
fully considered. There are strong 
arguments against most measures. 
The bombing of cities, for example, 
would be politically suicidal; but we 
certainly should not deny ourselves 
any measure in advance. 

5. Chiang Kai-shek and the island 
of Formosa have military impor- 
tance to us so long as actual fighting 
goes on in the China area. There is, 
in my judgment, no political future 
in Chiang Kai-shek. Should stabili- 
zation approach in the Far East, 
Formosa should be placed under the 
United Nations, and Chiang Kai- 
shek should go into honorable retire- 
the Waldorf-Astoria. The 


use of Chiang’s troops against the 


ment at 


mainland has no merit except as a 
cruel and subtle way of destroying 
Chiang’s army. 

6. In the long run we must look 
for a divergence between Commu- 
nist China and the U.S.S.R., under- 
standing, however, that the promo- 
tion of a divergence cannot be, as 
such, the object of our policy. Obvi- 


ously, the/surest way to bring about 


IS OUR ASIAN POLICY WRONG? 
by Arthur Schlesinger, Jr. 


Dr. Schlesinger, associate professor of history at Harvar 


University, is co-author, with Richard H. Rovere, « 
The General and the President (New York, Farra 
Straus, 1951), a discussion of the issues raised th 


dismissal of General MacArthur. 


a split would be to give Mao | 
tung a free hand in Asia; but tl 


1 


strategy would entail major risks « 


its own. Nor can we think intell 


gently in terms of “weaning” tl 
Chinese Communists away fro1 
Moscow. The only thing that wi 


Mos« OV 


would be intolerable demand: 


cause Peiping to break with 
[rol 
Moscow. While expressing our di 
termination to react strongly a; 


new Chinese aggression, we shoul 


otherwise leave Communist Chin 
alone. We should not exclude tl 
possibility, once Communist Chin 


is purged of the taint of its preset 
aggressions, of its admissio1 
United Nations. 

7. For the rest of Asia, we shou 
press as hard as possible our pr 
grams of economic and technical « 
operation, educational exchange, cu 


tural relations and so on, in order 

persuade the new rising elites th 
national and economic liberation a 
framework « 


possible within a 


friendship for the West. We must 


take care here to avoid the istak« 


which delivered China into tl 
hands of the Communist 
8. The original question was, “I 


our Asian policy wrong?’ In tern 


of the seven points outlined above 
my answer would be that our Asiar 
policy is not wrong. It is, however 
deformed by various pressures: i 


the United States, by the Republica 
pressures against economic and tec! 
nical assistance and in favor of al 


out support for Chiang Kai-shek; 1 


sritain, by Socialist pressures in 
vor of “weaning” Mao from Moscov 
and against 


presenting a_ unite 
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WHAT SHOULD U. S. DO ABOUT FORMOSA? 


by Russell H. Fifield 


Dr. Fiheld, associate 


protessor of political science at tl 


University of Michigan, has been active in the work of 

the Detroit Foreign Policy Association. Before coming 

to the University of Michigan in 1947 he was an American 
Foreign Service officer in China and Formosa. 


HE question of Formosa is not 
only a partisan issue in the Uni- 
ted States but also a serious threat 
to Allied unity in the cold war. 
Generalissimo Chiang Kai-shek’s lat 
t stronghold has become a symbol 
for good or for ill, depending 
ipon one’s point of view—of Ameri- 
an postwar policy in the Far East. 
Indeed, it might be stated that 
Woodrow Wilson had his Shantung, 
Franklin D. Roosevelt his Yalta, and 
Harry S. Truman his Formosa. The 
nfluence of the United States, with 
out the firm support of its major 
lly, Britain, is singularly reflected 
in the attitude of the United Nations 
toward Nationalist China and in the 
recognition policies of the different 
governments of the world, especially 
those of the Far East, including 
Japan. 

American policy toward Formosa 
ince the Generalissimo made Taipei 
the capital of his China has reflected 
the pressures of domestic and inter- 
national politics. On January 5, 1950 
President Truman announced that 
he United States would not give 
uilitary assistance or advice to the 
Chinese Nationalists on Formosa. In 
effect he was letting the Chinese 
themselves, Communists as well as 
Nationalists, settle the issue over the 
sland. From the diplomatic point of 
iew, the five months that followed 
iftered Mao Tse-tung the best, and 
probably the final, opportunity to 
nvade Formosa with a minimum of 
nternational repercussions. 


The North 


wweressiou against the Republic of 


Korean Communist 


Korea on June 25, 1950 caused Presi- 


lent Truman to announce two days 





later that he had ordered the Sev 
enth Fleet to defend Formosa from 


y the 


_ 


invasion and that he was askin 
Chinese Nationalists to desist from 
military operations on the mainland 
of China. The American decision to 
“neutralize” Formosa for the dura 
tion of the Korean hostilities, it 
should be noted, was made outside 
the framework of the United Na 
tions action in Korea. 

The intervention of the Chines« 
Communists in late 1950 in the Ko 
rean war led to the present Ameri 
can policy toward Formosa which 
may be characterized as a greater 
recognition ot its strateg impor 
tance, a determination not to let it 
fall into Communist hands, and the 
building up of Chiang Kai-shek’s 
forces for the defense of the island 
but not as yet for an invasion of the 
China mainland. 


The consequences of the fall of 


Formosa to Mao Tse-tu 


ng merit 
careful analysis. Strategically the 
island lies between the Ryukyus, 
where the United States will soon 


ask the United Nations for a trus 
teeship, and the Philippines, now 
linked more strongly than ever to 
the United States by the mutual as 
sistance treaty of August 30, 1951. 
The loss of Formosa to the Western 
cause would definitely weaken the 
island arc of the American security 
system in the Western Pacific. Mor 
over, the Communist movements 


within the countries of Southeast 


Asia would be encouraged to further 
revolutionary activity. The Republic 
of the Philippines is especially sensi 
tive to developments in Formosa as 


a result of the location of the archi 


pelago a the activities of the Com 


munist-led Hukbalahaps against the 


Manila 


vernment. 


Moreover, the large Chinese mi 


norities Southeast Asia, possibly 
numberi 10 million people, would 
be left with no Chinese alternative 
to Mao Tse-tung if the Generalis- 


simo lost his present bastion. Com- 


munist China, under such circum- 
d also find it easier to 


United Na- 
Nationalist 


stances, woul 
win recognition in the 
tions he loss ol the 
army in being, which at the present 
time poses a potential threat to the 
Communists, would further strength- 
en Mao’s position in the Far East. 
And finally the Communist conquest 
definite 


of Formosa would have 


repercussions in the United States. 


Could Chiang Succeed? 


he ue now actually emerging 
in American domesti politics iS 
whether or not to “take the wraps 
off” Chiang’s Nationalist forces and 


allow them to operate at will against 
the Chinese mainland. Since Ameri- 
can air, naval and logistical assist- 
ince would be necessary for any sus- 


tained effort of the Generalissimo in 


China, apart from sporadic raids, the 
Issuc i mes even greater impor- 
tance than appears on the surface. 
Iwo fundamental questions stand 
out in the controversy as far as the 
Chines« oncerned: How effec- 
tively would the Nationalist soldiers 
hght the Communists? and How 
would the people of China receive 
Chiang Kai-shek? No definitive an- 
swers, of course, can be given. It 
eem ikely, however, that the 
urmed es of the Generalissimo, if 


propel 


d, trained and equipped, 


would iK¢ 


a creditable showing, 


ertair defending Formosa and 
proba hghting on the main- 
land. Much would depend upon the 
trength of the Communists and on 


snc le 













































































Schlesinger 


ym page 4 


Ce 
\merican-British front 


Sor the ast 


against 


Asia. 


ag- 
gression in 


‘ 


9. No poli Asia, in my judg 
ment, has ar certainty ol great 


positive results. Even the programs 


of economic and technical assistance 
may result simply in putting stronger 
weapons into the hands of irrespon 


(sian 


pres¢ nt poli \ 


stble nationalism. But our 


runs as few risks as 
any. If it could be protected, both 
here and abroad, from the pressures 
which threaten to pervert it, it might 


have a hghting chance. 


Fifield 
Cor cd from page 5) 
the degree of American logistical, 
naval and air assistance. At the same 
time it should be noted that the total 
armed forces on Nationalist Formosa 
number less than 600,000 men, about 


half of them first-line foot soldiers. 


Even more important is the issue 
of the reaction of the Chinese people 
to the possible return of Chiang Kai 


shek. In Chinese politics, it may be 


stated, the Generalissimo still re 
mains the alternative to Mao Tse- 
tung, lor there is no leader who 


repre sents a real “third force.” In his 








FOREIGN POLICY SPOTLIGHT 


& What Kind of Peace for Germany? 


66th year, Chiang, enjoying excellent 
health, is fully confident of his resto 
ration. But the attitude of the main 
land Chinese is problematical. 

The Generalissimo, in outlining 
his case, compares his record on For 
mosa with that of the Communists 
in China. In fact, it does appear that 


like 


reasons for 


the Nationalists are not the 


Bourbons of France: the 
the rise of Communist China have 
been analyzed, a program of reform 
is under way in Formosa, and plans 
are ready for the mainland when the 
occasion arises. Developments under 
administration include 


the present 


the improvement of economic con 


ditions and definite land reforms: 


increased self-government, with the 
participation of the Formosan-Chi- 
nese; the practical eradication of 
communism with the maintenance 
of law and order; and the reorgani 
gation of both the Nationalist gov 
ernment and the Kuomintang. 

On the other hand, the regime of 
Mao Tse-tung has betrayed through 


ggression 


its record of imperialistic ag; 


the best interests of the Chinese 


people. Instead of bringing peace to 
China, it has brought war. More- 
over, by its policy of cooperation 


with, if not subservience to, the 


Soviet Union it has prostituted the 





genuine nationalism of the Chines 


people in favor of a new and harshe: 


era of “unequal treaties. Under 
these conditions promise and pe: 
formance in domestic politi bear 
little relationship. The probable et 


fect of the Communist foreign poli 
is to create a situation that may be 
come conducive to the possible rest 
ration of the Generalissimo. 

In the final analysis the return of 
Chiang Kai-shek to the mainland of 


China depends upon the develo; 


ment of world events. If a third 
world war breaks out in Asia or 

the present explosive situation 11 
creases in intensity, the West must 


leader to match the 
of the Far East. 


find an Asiatic 
Mao’s Ho’s 


Chiang’s record against cor 


and 
munisn 
is unchallenged; his opposition to for 
eign imperialism in China whether 
Japanese or Russian is well known 
he may have redeemed himself for 
many of his mistakes on the main 
land by his record in Formosa. He 


once held out against the Japanes« 


when the key areas of China wer 
lost to the invaders, but he lived te 
see the end of the Japan New 
Order and his restoration to Nat 
king. A variation of this accomplish 


ment might be repeated in the shift 


ing sands of world politic 











The Kremlin identical notes of 
March 10 to the United States, Brit- 
ain and France outlining a proposed 


marked 


opening of a new stage in what has 


Cserman peace treaty the 


sometimes been poetically desc ribed 


as the struggle for “the soul” of Ger 


many. Placed by the accident of geog 
raphy in the center of the European 
continent, the German people have 
history oscillated 


throughout their 


between West and East. 


Now 


spokesman for the North Atlantic 


that the United States, 


alliance, is offering Bonn the pros- 


pect of integration with Western 
Europe, the U.S.S.R., raising the bid, 
holds out to the West Germans the 
many-faceted possibilities of unifica- 
tion with the East Germans, frontier 
adjustments, national armaments, 
neutrality between East and West, 


the 


East. Seven years after a defeat sealed 


and unhampered trade with 


by unconditional surrender, the Ger 
mans have the heady experience of 
being courted by both camps of the 


wartime coalition that brought 


ibout 

Hitler’s downfall. 

Terms of West and Moscow 
The March lf 


called for the end of German parti 


Russian note of 


tion and the “most rapid tormation 


of a general German government, 








to be followed within a year by the 
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sas 


on East-West trade 


withdrawal of all toreign armies and 
the liquidation of all foreign military 
Kremlin's 


vases in Germany. The 


lraft treaty provides that “the exist- 


nce of organizations hostile to de- 


LOcracy and to the cause of main 
taining peace must not be allowed” 
on German territory—a phrase which 
1 Soviet usage could cover all anti- 
Communist groups; and that “all 


| 
ormer members of the German 


umy, including officers and gen 


| 


oe “ 
rals” as well as tormer Nazis, be 
1 and political rights on 


granted civi 


par with other German citizens. 


Che most controversial feature ot 
he proposed treaty, particularly from 
he point of view ol European ( om- 
1unists who had assumed that Mos 
ow would irrevocably oppose Ger 
an rearmament, is the provision 
hat Germany should have “national 
ind, air and sea forces for the de 
ense of the country” and plants to 
materials and 


roduce war equip 


rent. Germany, under the Russian 


lraft, would give a pledge not to 


enter any coalition aimed at a power 


vhich had fought against it in World 


W al II 


rom participation in 


clearly a pledge to abstain 
NATO. No 
imitations would be placed on Ger 


nany as to trade with other coun 


tries and access to world markets 


1 broad hint that current restrictions 


would be lifted 


vith the conclusion of the peace 


reaty. 
In similar notes of March 25 the 


nited States, Britain and France 


ejected the Soviet Union’s proposal 


yr the creation of an armed, unified 


ind neutral Germany. The former 


nemy country, said the Western 


owers, should be unified but only 
UN supervised 


lections in both West and East Ger 


a result of free, 


any; German military forces, no 


atter how limited, should not be 


nder the sole control of the German 


overnment; Germany should not be 


placed in a position of enforced neu 
trality but should be able and will 
ing to join the internationally con 
trolled European army. The United 
States also implied that Washington 


is not prepared to agrec at least for 


the time being—to the Oder-Neiss¢ 
line as the eastern trontier of Ger 
many. 
Pros and Cons 
From the point Ot view Ol the 


Western powers the Russian pro 
posals, no longer dismissed as a 
mere propaganda device, have far 
reaching implications. It is clear that 


the Kremlin 


vent Germany trom becoming irre 


is determined to pre 


trievably committed to the West, and 
particularly from participating in a 
Western-controlled army. To achieve 
this objective the Soviet government 


appears to be willing to make a seric 


of concessions. 


While such concessions might seen 
unfavorable to Russia and might 

ak ae rdize its fut hold 
conceivably jeopardize its future hoid 
on non-Russian Communist allies 
who would fear future jetti oning ol 


their interests, Moscow would stand 


to make substantial gains which it 
might well regard as sufficient to off 


set possible losses. If Germany can 
be detached from Western Europe 
from the United 
States, the NATO coalition might be 


“dD 


and particularly 


weakened, and this without any sa 
rifices of men or materials by the 
U.S.S.R. Moreover, Russia co 


hope to attain the objecti e it has 


ild the n 


nurtured since Germany's defeat 


that is, access to the steel resources 


of the Ruhr and to other 


nanulac 
tured products of the technically ad 
vanced German industri These 
would be of inestimabl ilue not 


only in strengthening the Russian 


“arsenal,” as French Fore: Minis 


ter Robert Schuman put it on Marcl 


24, but also, if war does not come, 
for the accelerated industrializatio 





of Ru stern Europe and Com 
munist ‘ i 

Even the Kremlin, contrary to 
the expe ons of Be London, 
Paris a Washington, does accept 
the W le or free elec- 
t10n oth We i East Ger 
man the ision of the 
United Nations Co ission or of 
ome iwwency, this would not 
neces edound to Moscow’s dis- 
idvanta For most olitical observ 
ers be hat a ill4German 
electiol oht wel ring about the 
deteat ¢ Chancellor Konrad Ade 
nauer o has been the mainstay ol 
the W ind the tory of the 
Social D if ulthough vig 
oro oseda t 1unism, are 
i1SsO CI i the Unite d States. The 
Krem!] prepared to go even fur- 
ther. B roposing a sweeping resto 
ratio rmer Nazis to public life, 
it make ear that it would be quite 
prepa work with a rightist 
government at Bonn, pe stponing for 
the ti ing the possibility of 
advancing the Com nist cause in 
(serma 

\ ERA i } | Dy AN 
Bowles 
7 "7 c 

ent, ( ngs and riticisms will 
alienat \Sian peo} le beyond recall. 
Above a top argul! that anyone 
who fa 0 agree with everything 
we do be tak orders from 
Mosc 

+. Present to the world the real 
Ameri ( jefferson, Lincoln and 
Wilso | not tl uperficial pic 


often get ol 


1 United States arrogant with wealth 

and pov upable only of creating 

aching nd bo and without 

ideal ( ensitivity to the convic- 
tion ol tner;rs 

R ber tha e were the 

first colonial possession to gain its 


every Oppo! 


tunity to express our historic dislike 


ol imperialism im any torm. 


6. We can not wish away the fact 
that our record on racial prejudice is 
not perfect. But we are making rapid 
progress and we should do a better 


job of letting people know about it. 


7. Never forget that to a majority 
ot Asia's people freedom of speech 
and freedom to vote will sound in 
creasingly empty and meaningless 
unless democracy succeeds in help 
them to more food for 


ing grow 


their hungry families. Democracy 
can succeed in India and other parts 
of Asia only if it provides a basis 
for increasing living standards for 


all of the people. 


India's Food Program 


$. Do not get discouraged about 
the problems of population and food 
supply. If India’s agriculture were 
only as productive as that of Egypt, 
its annual supply of food would be 


twice as great ° 


By the end of 1956 India’s Five 
Year Plan with our help can increase 
total food production 20 per cent. 
This 


import 


would eliminate the need to 


food from abroad, and in 
addition provide the average Indian 
family with better 


The 


dollars in 


a substantially 


diet. hundreds of millions of 


foreign exchange now 
used each year to pay tor imported 


grains and cotton could then be put 


to work where the money 1s needed 
most—speeding up Indian industri 
alization. 

This essential 20 per cent increase 
in food production can be achieved 
only by a substantial step-up in our 
present village-by-village program of 
better seeds, increased irrigation 
projects, better public health and in 
creased literacy. The program now 
under way draws heavily from pre 
vious failures to meet communism 
successtully in Asia. It is a realistic 
down-to-earth, house-to-house, vil 
lage-to-village effort already tested 
and proven in actual practice. 

Twelve thousand villages will be 
gin to receive the benefits of our 
present Point Four program in the 
3ut our minimum 

200,000 villages 


and 120 million people by 1956. In 


next few months. 


objective must be 


each area covered, a 50 per cent in- 


crease 


é in food production can be 


readily achieved within that time. 
The cost of this village-to-village 


essential for 


program plus help 
major irrigation projects would be 
actually less than the economic aid 
that we put into tiny Greece in a 
similar period, and on a per capita 
basis it is only an infinitesimal por- 
tion of our contribution to the coun 
tries of Western Europe. 

9. Meet the Communist challenge 
in Asia to the best of our ability as 


we have already met the Soviet chal- 


lenge in Europe, but don't 


issume 


that communism in Asia or an) 


where else can be stopped by money 
alone. However, money plus intelli 
gence, plus tact, plus patience, plu 
respect for the rights and conviction 
of others, plus good administratior 
the Indian gover 


on the part of 


ment, plus a little luck can drasti 


cally improve the present situatios 


in the next few years and go a long 
way towards building India into the 
solid democratic Asian bastion whicl 
it so earnestly wants to be. 


10. Above all, 


tion to think on a purely anti- 


resist the te: 

om 
munist basis. This plays into Mos 
cow’s hands because it leads us to 
react to what the Russians are doing 


rather than to build positive pro 
grams Of our own. 

We can not kill the Communist 
idea with machine guns. We can 
meet communism successfully only 
with a better idea. That better idea 
is dynamic democracy based solidly 
on the best traditions of our Ameri 
can history. If we have the courage 
and imagination as a people to adopt 
this kind of approach, there is every 
reason to hope that within five years 
not only a stable Europe but a stable 
Asia will be in the making, and that 
the tide of world communism will 
begin to recede. 

Mr. Bowles, former governo 
cut, is the State 
India. ) 


United 
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